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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is in correspondence with application 10/690,865 and in response to 
applicant's remarks/amendments filed 7/24/2006. Responses to arguments begin on 
page 4 of this document. 
Claims 1-12 remain pending. 



Response to Amendments 
Drawings 

The examiner has reviewed and accepted the amendments made to the 
drawings. The objections have been withdrawn. 

Specification 

The examiner has reviewed and accepted the amendments made to the 
specification. The objections have been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Chang 
etal. (Chang hereinafter) (US 6,578,046). 

With respect to claims 1, 6, 11, and 12, Chang discloses 
A method in a data processing system having a program, the method comprising 
the steps of: 

'receiving a datatype that includes a query for retrieving data stored in a 
repository' as submitting queries for execution (col. 41, lines 56-60, fig. 10, Col. 22, 
lines 24-50, and col. 18 line 57-column 19 line 67). 

'the query having a first information in a first format for identifying the data, 
the repository having a second information in a second format, different than the 
first format, for identifying the data, the first information being included in a 
metadata of the datatype having the metadata and a reference to the data' as the 
query is submitted in canonical form (col. 42 lines 5-8). The query is then translated 
into several native queries that correspond to each native datastore (col. 42 lines 5-12). 
Translation information is obtained from schema mapping (col. 42 lines 5-12). 

'mapping the first information to the second information' as schema 
mapping (col. 42 lines 5-12 and fig. 10). 

'translating the query to the second format based on the mapping' as query 
translation (col. 42 lines 8-12 and fig. 10). 

'and retrieving the data using the translated query' as query results returned 
(col. 42 lines 36-44 and fig. 10) 
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With respect to claims 2 and 7 Chang discloses 'mapping the first information 
to the second information comprises retrieving the mapping from a plurality of 
mappings' as Translation information is obtained from schema mapping (col. 42 lines 
5-12 and fig. 10). 

With respect to claims 3 and 8 these claims are rejected for the same reasoning 
as set forth above. 

With respect to claims 4 and 9 Chang discloses 'first information is a property 
identifier in the datatype' as a query object (col. 18, lines 25-55). 

With respect to claims 5 and 10 Chang discloses 'the second information is a source 
description' as source datastores (col. 5, lines 29-32 and col. 38 line 56-col. 40 line 
27). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments With respect to claims 1-12 filed 7/24/2006 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues on pages 10-11 that the Chan reference fails to teach receiving 
a datatype that includes a query that has a first information, which is included in a 
metadata of the datatype. The examiner respectfully disagrees. 
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Support for this limitation is gained from the second limitation of the specification 
where it reads "upon receiving the datatype, the subscribers can also access the data, 
which is maintained separately from the datatype." 

In column 18 line 57-column 19 line 67, Chang discloses data types (i.e. text or 
images) and corresponding queries. The queries are used to access the associated 
data. See also col.6, lines 18-40. 

In column 22 lines 24-50, Chan discloses a DDO that provides a representation 
to define and access object's data, independent of the objects type. 

Applicant argues on page 11 that Chang nowhere mentions metadata. The 
examiner respectfully disagrees. 

In column 3, line 23, Chan explicitly mentions "meta data." Furthermore, this 
"meta data" as taught is indexing information. Furthermore, as well known in the art, 
metadata is essentially "data about data." With this, Chang's disclosure is replete with 
instances describing meta data. For instance metadata is described in column 22, lines 
34-36. A DDO having a set of attributes, each having a type, value and properties 
associated with it reads from this citation. The attributes certainly can be meta data. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Leslie Wong Robert M. Timblin 
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